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DETAILED ACTION 
Oath/Declaration 

1 . The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

Non-initialed and/or non-dated alterations have been made to the oath or 
declaration. See 37 CFR 1.52(c). 

SpBcification 

2. The lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested in correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kawanaka, U.S. Patent 6,493,340 in view of Celebioglu et al., U.S. Patent App. Pub. 
2003/0021272, hereinafter referred to as "Celebioglu". 

5. Referring to claim 1 , Kawanaka teaches a method of automatically detecting a 
data transmission unit with a duplicated network address and displaying an address 
duplication message, this is interpreted as a method for providing enhanced error 
information for duplicated addresses in a computer network (See Col. 1, lines 8-13 and 
Col. 5, lines 12-13). Kawanaka teaches receiving a packet and extracting identification 
and address information, and searching a previously prepared table for identification 
and address information for comparison, this is interpreted as receiving a plurality of 
packets encoded according to a first protocol, extracting a first source address from said 
packets according to said first protocol; and determining that said first source address is 
a substantial duplicate of a known assigned address (See Col. 3, lines 1-12). Finally 
Kawanaka teaches displaying an address duplication message, this is interpreted as 
providing said first source address to an error log which is reviewable by a system 
administrator in order to facilitate correction of said duplicate assigned address (See 
Col. 5, lines 12-13). 

Kawanaka does not disclose said packets encapsulating data encoded according 
to a second protocol; responsive to determination of said first source address being a 
duplicate address, extracting a second source address from said encapsulated data 
according to said second protocol; and providing said second source address to an 
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error log, however Kawanaka does teach the system being compatible with the OSI 
model with seven layers (See Col. 4, lines 8-17). Celebioglu teaches detecting a first 
protocol and a second protocol associated with a packet; and accessing the header of 
the first protocol and the header of the second protocol within the packet which includes 
destination and origination addresses (See paragraph 0004 and 0019). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
extracting of the address upon duplicated addresses of Kawanaka, with the two 
protocols both with addresses of Celebioglu. This would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention packets include protocols from 
multiple layers, from physical layer and data link layer to network layer and transport 
layer (See Celebioglu, paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 

6. Referring to claim 2, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including the protocols including Fibre Channel, Ethernet, Internet 
Protocol and point-to-point, this is interpreted as wherein said first protocol is selected 
from the group of Ethernet,. Bluetooth, Universal Serial Bus, Internet Protocol, Wireless 
local area network, Point-to-Point Protocol, Fiber Distributed Data Interface, 
Asynchronous Transfer Mode, and Fiber Channel (See Kawanaka, Col. 4, lines 8-17 
and Celebioglu, paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 

7. Referring to claim 3, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including the protocols including Fibre Channel, Ethernet, Internet 
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Protocol and point-to-point, this is interpreted as wherein said second protocol is 
selected from the group of Ethernet, Bluetooth, Universal Serial Bus, Internet Protocol, 
Wireless local area network, Point-to-Point Protocol, Fiber Distributed Data Interface, 
Asynchronous Transfer Mode, and Fiber Channel (See Kawanaka, Col. 4, lines 8-17 
and Celebloglu, paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 

8. Referring to claim 4, Kawanaka and Celebloglu discloses all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including detecting other protocols using other headers beyond the 
first and second, this is interpreted as further comprising the steps of: extracting one or 
more subsequent source addresses from data further encapsulated by said second 
protocol according to one or more subsequent protocols; and providing said subsequent 
sources addresses in an error log (See Celebloglu, paragraph 0019). 

9. Referring to claim 5, Kawanaka and Celebloglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including the packet including an indication of protocol that may be 
used to determine one or more protocols associated with the packet, this is interpreted 
as wherein said step of extracting a second source address from said encapsulated 
data according to said protocol comprises automatically determining the format of said 
second protocol based upon an analysis of data encapsulated in said packets, and by 
comparison to data patterns for known protocols (See Celebloglu, paragraph 0019). 
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10. Referring to claim 6, Kawanaka and Celebioglu disclose all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1) including upon detecting network address duplication determining 
the MAC address of the device, this interpreted as using said extracted second source 
address in a name server query; receiving a name associated with said first source 
address in response to said name server query; and providing received name in said 
error log (See Kawanaka, Col. 3, lines 22-28). 

1 1 . Referring to claim 7, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 6) including detection functions even when the network contains a 
WAN, this is interpreted as wherein said step of using said extracted second source 
address in a name server query comprises using said second source address in an 
Internet Domain Name Service Query (See Kawanaka, Col. 3, lines 22-31). 

12. Referring to claim 8, Kawanaka and Celebioglu disclose all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including updating the NSAP-MAC address table, this is interpreted 
as commanding one or more devices sharing said duplicate address to assume an 
alternate network address (See Kawanaka, Col. 5, lines 1-22). 

13. Referring to claim 9, Kawanaka teaches a method of automatically detecting a 
data transmission unit with a duplicated network address and displaying an address 
duplication message, the method being implemented in a computer environment, this is 
interpreted as a computer readable medium encoded with software for providing 
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enhanced error information for duplicated addresses in a computer networl< (See Fig. 1 
and Col. 1, lines 8-13 and Col. 5, lines 12-13). Kawanaka teaches receiving a packet 
and extracting identification and address information, and searching a previously 
prepared table for identification and address information for comparison, this is 
interpreted as receiving a plurality of packets encoded according to a first protocol, 
extracting a first source address from said packets according to said first protocol; and . 
determining that said first source address is a substantial duplicate of a known assigned 
address (See Col. 3, lines 1-12). Finally Kawanaka teaches displaying an address 
duplication message, this is interpreted as providing said first source address to an en-or 
log which is reviewable by a system administrator in order to facilitate correction of said 
duplicate assigned address (See Col. 5, lines 12-13). 

Kawanaka does not disclose said packets encapsulating data encoded according 
to a second protocol; responsive to determination of said first source address being a 
duplicate address, extracting a second source address from said encapsulated data 
according to said second protocol; and providing said second source address to an 
error log, however Kawanaka does teach the system being compatible with the OSI 
model with seven layers (See Col. 4, lines 8-17). Celebioglu teaches detecting a first 
protocol and a second protocol associated with a packet; and accessing the header of 
the first protocol and the header of the second protocol within the packet which includes 
destination and origination addresses (See paragraph 0004 and 0019). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to combine the 
extracting of the address upon duplicated addresses of Kawanaka, with the two 
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protocols both with addresses of Celebioglu. This would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention packets include protocols from 
multiple layers, from physical layer and data link layer to network layer and transport 
layer (See Celebioglu, paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 

14. Referring to claim 10, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1) including the protocols including Fibre Channel, Ethernet, Internet 
Protocol and point-to-point, this is interpreted as wherein said software is configured to 
extract said first source address according to a first protocol selected from the group of 
Ethernet, Bluetooth, Universal Serial Bus, Internet Protocol, Wireless local area 
network, Point-to-Point Protocol, Fiber Distributed Data Interface, Asynchronous 
Transfer Mode, and Fiber Channel (See Kawanaka, Col. 4, lines 8-17 and Celebioglu, 
paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 

15. Referring to claim 1 1 , Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1) including the protocols including Fibre Channel, Ethernet, Internet 
Protocol and point-to-point, this is interpreted as wherein said software is configured to 
extract said second source address according to a second protocol selected from the 
group of Ethernet, Bluetooth, Universal Serial Bus, Internet Protocol, Wireless local area 
network, Point-to-Point Protocol, Fiber Distributed Data Interface, Asynchronous 
Transfer Mode, and Fiber Channel (See Kawanaka, Col. 4, lines 8-17 and Celebioglu, 
paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 
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16. Referring to claim 12, Kawanaka and Celebioglu discloses all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including detecting other protocols using other headers beyond the 
first and second, this is interpreted as further comprising software for performing the 
steps of: extracting one or more subsequent source addresses from data further 
encapsulated by said second protocol according to one or more subsequent protocols; 
and providing said subsequent sources addresses in an error log (See Celebioglu, 
paragraph 001 9). 

17. Referring to claim 13, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including the packet including an indication of protocol that may be 
used to determine one or more protocols associated with the packet, this is interpreted 
as wherein said software for extracting a second source address from said 
encapsulated data according to said protocol comprises automatically determining the 
format of said second protocol based upon an analysis of data encapsulated in said 
packets, and by comparison to data patterns for known protocols (See Celebioglu, 
paragraph 0019). 

18. Referring to claim 14, Kawanaka and Celebioglu disclose all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including upon detecting network address duplication determining 
the MAC address of the device, this interpreted as using said extracted second source 
address in a name server query; receiving a name associated with said first source 
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address in response to said name server query; and providing received name in said 
error log (See Kawanaka, Col. 3, lines 22-28). 

19. Referring to claim 15, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 6) including detection functions even when the network contains a 
WAN, this is interpreted as wherein said software for using said extracted second 
source address in a name server query comprises using said second source address in 
an Internet Domain Name Service Query (See Kawanaka, Col. 3, lines 22-31). 

20. Referring to claim 16, Kawanaka and Celebioglu disclose all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1) including updating the NSAP-MAC address table, this is interpreted 
as software for commanding one or more devices sharing said duplicate address to 
assume an alternate network address (See Kawanaka, Col. 5, lines 1-22). 

21 . Referring to claim 1 7, Kawanaka teaches a device for automatically detecting a 
data transmission unit with a duplicated network address and displaying an address 
duplication message, this is interpreted as a system for providing enhanced error 
information for duplicated addresses in a computer network (See Col. 1 , lines 8-13 and 
Col. 5, lines 12-13). Kawanaka teaches receiving a packet and extracting identification 
and address information, and searching a previously prepared table for identification 
and address information for comparison, this is interpreted as a packet receiver 
configured for receiving a plurality of packets encoded according to a first protocol, a 
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first protocol analyzer configured to extract a first source address from said packets 
according to said first protocol; and a duplicate address detector for determining that 
said first source address is a substantial duplicate of a known assigned address (See 
Col. 3, lines 1-12). Finally Kawanaka teaches displaying an address duplication 
message, this is interpreted as a data logger configured to provide said first source 
address to an error log which is reviewable by a system administrator in order to 
facilitate con"ection of said duplicate assigned address (See Col. 5, lines 12-13). 

Kawanaka does not disclose said packets encapsulating data encoded according 
to a second protocol; a second protocol analyzer for extracting a second source 
address from said encapsulated data according to said second protocol responsive to 
determination of said first source address being a duplicate address ; and the data 
logger said second source address to the error log, however Kawanaka does teach the 
system being compatible with the OS! model with seven layers (See Col. 4, lines 8-17). 
Celebioglu teaches detecting a first protocol and a second protocol associated with a 
packet; and accessing the header of the first protocol and the header of the second 
protocol within the packet which includes destination and origination addresses (See 
paragraph 0004 and 0019). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to combine the extracting of the address upon duplicated 
addresses of Kawanaka, with the two protocols both with addresses of Celebioglu. This 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
packets include protocols from multiple layers, from physical layer and data link layer to 
network layer and transport layer (See Celebioglu, paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 



Application/Control Number: 10/758,859 
Art Unit: 2113 



Page 12 



22. Referring to claim 18, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1) including the protocols including Fibre Channel, Ethernet, Internet 
Protocol and point-to-point, this is interpreted as wherein said first protocol analyzer is 
configured to analyze data encoded according to a protocol selected from the group of 
Ethernet, Bluetooth, Universal Serial Bus, Internet Protocol, Wireless local area 
network, Point-to-Point Protocol, Fiber Distributed Data Interface, Asynchronous 
Transfer Mode, and Fiber Channel (See Kawanaka, Col. 4, lines 8-17 and Celebioglu, 
paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 

23. Refemng to claim 19, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including the protocols including Fibre Channel, Ethernet, Internet 
Protocol and point-to-point, this is interpreted as wherein said second protocol analyzer 
is configured to analyze data encoded according to a protocol selected from the group 
of Ethernet, Bluetooth, Universal Serial Bus, Internet Protocol, Wireless local area 
network, Point-to-Point Protocol, Fiber Distributed Data Interface, Asynchronous 
Transfer Mode, and Fiber Channel (See Kawanaka, Col. 4, lines 8-17 and Celebioglu, 
paragraphs 0025 to 0030). 

24. Referring to claim 20, Kawanaka and Celebioglu discloses all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including detecting other protocols using other headers beyond the 
first and second, this is interpreted as further comprising one or more subsequent 
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protocol analyzers configured to extract one or more subsequent source addresses 
from data further encapsulated by said second protocol according to one or more 
subsequent protocols; and providing said subsequent sources addresses in an error log 
(See Celebioglu, paragraph 0019). 

25. Referring to claim 21 , Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including the packet including an indication of protocol th^t may be 
used to determine one or more protocols associated with the packet, this is interpreted 
as wherein said second protocol analyzer is configured to automatically determine the 
format of said second protocol based upon an analysis of data encapsulated in said 
packets, and by comparison to data patterns for known protocols (See Celebioglu, 
paragraph 0019). 

26. Referring to claim 22, Kawanaka and Celebioglu disclose all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1 ) including upon detecting network address duplication determining 
the MAC address of the device, this interpreted as a name retriever adapted to use said 
extracted second source address in a name server query; a name query response 
receiver for receiving a name associated with said first source address in response to 
said name server query; and providing received name in said error log (See Kawanaka, 
Col. 3. lines 22-28). 
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27. Referring to claim 23, Kawanaka and Celebioglu teach all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 6) including detection functions even when the network contains a 
WAN, this is interpreted as wherein said name retriever is configures to use said 
extracted second source address in a name server query comprises using said second 
source address in an Internet Domain Name Service Query (See Kawanaka, Col. 3, 
lines 22-31). 

28. Referring to claim 24, Kawanaka and Celebioglu disclose all the limitations (See 
rejection of claim 1) including updating the NSAP-MAC address table, this is interpreted 
as further comprising a networked device commander configured to command one or 
more networked devices sharing said duplicate address to assume an alternate network 
address (See Kawanaka, Col. 5, lines 1 -22). 

Conclusion 

29. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following are closely related address duplication systems. 



U.S. Patent 6,671 .828 to Tursich 

U.S. Patent 2004/0133761 to Goodman 

U.S. Patent App. Pub. 2004/0174904 to Kim et al. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tlie 
examiner should be directed to Joseph D. Manoskey whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3648. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. (7:30am to 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on (571 ) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JDM 

September 29, 2006 
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